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an apparent contradiction. | A man may say, 
‘I shall die, and I shall not die; J shall live but 
a little while, and J shall live forever.’ Here 
the personal pronoun J is used in both cases 
3 But such a manner of speaking would be very 
No. I—The Doctrines of Pronouns stated, improper, if the declarations wor made to a 
Pronouns are words -used as substitutes for| person or an audience unacqtainted with the 


the names of persons or things, to avoid a too | doctrine of the soul’s immortalty. 
frequent repetition of the same word or sound. No. I—The Doctrine of Pronouns applied. 


A personal pronoun is a substitute for the i : 
name or title of a person; and it implies allthat| Let the preceding remarks be applied to the 


the name or title would imply, if used in the| Trinitarian mode of explaining the testimony 
same place. of Christ respecting his depencence on God.— 

Example. Abraham was a good man, He was it is well known that the Trinivarian adopts this 
the friend of God, and God loved Him and made | hypothesis, that Christ is Goc and man in one 
a covenant with flim. In this sentence He is|person. Here we have two distinct minds to 
used once and Him twice as asubstitute for the | one body, supposed to be unied and identified 
name Abraham. The meaning would be the in the one person, Jesus Christ. The possi- 
same in the following form—Abraham was a/ bility of such a union I shal. neither deny nor 
good man, Abraham was the friend of God, and| discuss. 1 am ignorant on that subject. But 


God loved Abraham and rade a covenant with| admitting the hypothesis to be correct, it is 
@ man is as nothing to the 


THE DOCTRINE OF PRONOUNS APPLIED TO 
CHRIST’S TESTIMONY OF HIMSELF. 
By Noah Worcester, D. D. 


Abraham, He and Him therefore are pro- ‘ that 3 hot 
~ nouns. The ward person ts applied to any in- Derry in this person. The Divinity must be 


telligent being—to God, to Christ, to any an-/ all in all, as to the sufficiency, the operations, 


gel, or any man, whether in the body or out of| and the glory of Christ. 
the body. A buman person tn the present state} In this case, as in the one before stated, 
is supposed to possess two distinct nafures—a! some things might be truly aflirmed of one part 
body and a soul—the one matter, the other, of the person, which could not with propriety 
mind or spirit—the one mortal, the other im |be said ofthe other. But when Christ or any 
mortal. These two natures, witli al! the mem-| other person says, J can, or I cannot do this or 
bers, senses, properties and powers 0! the body, that, the pronoun J embraces all the powers of 
and all the energies or faculiies of the mind or the person. very one will admit that it would 
soul, are so united and identitied as to be but be improper for me to say, ‘TP eannot think,’ 
one person, Yet notwithstaiding this union expecting to clear myself from falsehgod, on be- 
and indentity, some things may be affirmed of ing questioned, by saying that I spoke only of 
one member or part of the person, which cannot! my body or my little finger. 
be affirmed of another, nor of the maa-consid-| How unfortunate then is the method which 
ered as a person. y p ‘has been adopted in explaining the language of 
A man may. say, ‘ My hynds can neither see Christ. He said “I can do nothing of myself; 
nor hear nor taste nor smell; and my airy can- the Father in me, he doeth the works.” “My 
not feel.’ Yet he may not say of himself as a| Father is greater than I.” When such lan- 
_ person, ‘2 can neither see nor hear nor taste) guage is urged as proof that Christ was not the 
nor sinell nor feel.” So a man may say ‘My independent God, the Trinitarians veature to 
_ body cannot think nor will, nor has i any con-!sav, that, in such declarations, ‘ Christ spoke 
~ sciousness of right or wrong.’ Yet he cannot! caly 6f his human nature. As manhe was de- 
_ say this of his mind or soul, nor of himself as aj pendent; yet as Gov he was independent.’ 
person. It would be falsehood for hiin to say,! Let it now be supposed that, oa the trial of 
*I cannot think nor will, nor have IJ any sense} Christ before the Jewish Sanhedrim, he had 
of right or wrong.’ been questioned as to his meaning in so often 
The pronouns I, my, myself, include the, declaring his dependence on God: suppose 
whole persch. Suppose then that Joho should|too that he had given the Trinitarian cxplana- 
say, ‘4 cannot think, I cannot choose, I have | tion. saying—‘ T spoke then of my human na- 
no sense of right or wrong,’ Peter asks him/|ture only; yet Lam God, equal with the Father. 
what he means by such strange declarations. D 


7/2 


Nay, iam the trod of Abraham, who was wor- 
John replies, ‘I spoke only of my body, my in-|shipped by your iathers, and whom you profess 
ferior nature. J did not say that my sow! conid|to worship.” Would not his judges have had 
‘not do these things.’ ~Now what would be|grounds for a more serious accusation than 
thought of John’s veracity, or the propriety of|they had on his owning that he was the Son of 
his ¢- planation? " ‘ God? Might they not very justly lave said to 
__ in the common use of language, when a man | him—‘ Hither the language which you adopted 
has occasion to speak of any pait of his per-|in your preaching to the people was equivucal 
son, and to ailirm of that part what is not true|and deceptive, or what you have now said is 
of his whole person, he uses the neuter pro-| positively (aise. Asserting, as you did, tha! 
noun it. It is so even of bis soul, which is the | you could do nothing of yourself, was a full de 
most important part of his person. There is; claration tat you had no claim to be regarded 
one exception and one Galy which oceurs to my |as God, How then can you now expect to be 
mind. Among Christians, who believe in the}believed in saying, that you are God equal 
immortality of the soul 23 well as the mortality} with the Father? Besides, who before {his 


ite 


of the body, custom has authorised the use of!ever heard of the Faruer of Abrahain’s God?’ 


But no such formidable accusation could his 
enemies bring against “the Faithful and True 
Witness.” Never, I believe, did the Messiah, 
in any instance, so contradict his testimony re- 
specting his dependence, as to intimate even to 
his apostles, that he was God and man in one 
person; or that he was in any sense or respect 
the independent God. Nor doesit appear that 
his apostles ever understood him to assert his 
independence or self-existence. 


No. IIT.—John’s Care to prevent Misapprehensions. 


John was the disciple whom Jesus loved, the 
last of the Evangelists who wrote his history, 
and the one who recorded the discourses in 
which Christ most explicitly asserted his de- 
pendence on God, for his commission and au- 
thority, his wisdom and power, in ali he said or 
did. . In many instances John evinced special 
care to have the words of Christ understood, or 
to prevent any misapprehensions of his mean- 
ing, He not only explained several names and 
titles, as Cephas, Thomas, Siloam, Rabbi, ‘and 
Messiah, but he also told Christ’s meaning in 
several instances, in which he had been mis- 
apprehended by his hearers, and some which 
were likely to be misunderstood by the readers 
of his history. 

In the second chapter we are told that the 
Jews said to Jesus—“ What sign showest thou 
unto us seeing thou doest these things?’ To 
this demand Jesus answered—‘‘Destroy this 
temple, and m three days I will raise it up.” 
By their reply the Jews fully evinced that they 
misunderstood what he meant by the temple.— 
Jesus did not then deem it incumbent on him 
to correct their mistake. But lest readers 
should be at a loss respecting Christ’s meaning, 
Jokn thus explains—‘‘But Jesus spake of the 
temple of his body.” v. 18—21. 

in chapter vi. 64, Jesus said to his audience, 
“But there are some of you that believe not.” 
John explains—‘For Jesus knew from the be- 
pining who they were that believed not, and 
who should betray him.” 

Chapter vil. 38, 39, Jesus had said—“He 
that believeth on me, as the sevipture hath said, 
out of his belly shall flow rivers of hving wa- 
ter.” On this metaphorical language, John 
observes—“But this spake he of the spirit 
which they that believe cn him should receive; 
for the Holy Ghost was not yet given, because 
that Jesus was not yet glorified,” 

John xii. 11, 12, 13, Jesus said to his disci- 
ples—“‘Our friend Lazarus sleepeth, and 1 go 
that I may awake him ont of sleep. Then said 
his disciples, Lord, if he sleepy he shall do 
well.”?. John then explains—‘‘Howbeit Jesus 
spake of his death; but they thought he had 
spoken of taking rest in sleep.” 

John xii. 32, Jesus said—‘And I, if I be 
lifted up from the earth, will draw all men unto 
ine.” John again explains, “This he said, sig- 
nifying what death he should die ” 

John xiii, (0, 11. While washing his disci- 
ples’ feet, Jesus said—tYe are clean, but not 
all.” The reason for this temark is given by 


i John—For he knew who should betray him, 


therefore he said, ye are not all clean.” 
* 
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John xxi. 18. Jesus said to Peter, “Verily, 
verily T say unto thee, when thou wast young, 
thou girdedst thyself and walkedst whither thou 
wouldst; bat when thou shalt be old, thou shalt 
stretch forth thy hands and another shall gird 
thee, and carry thee whither thon wouldst not.” 
Here John adds—‘This spake he signifying 
by what death he should glorify God.” 

In the last mentioned chapter, John relates 
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For the Universalist Magazine, 


‘“LoVE JS THE FULFILLING OF THE LAW.” | 


All Christian morality springs from love to 
‘God: Without this there ts no true religion.— 
| This love is the true charity, which Paul says, 
‘he must possess, or be nothing. The an- 
jtient Pharisees, with all their boasted religion, 
‘had not the love of God in them, It was on 


ip = cathe ; i 

produced no little excitement. Many of hie 
friends doubtéd the truth of my charge. At 
the next meeting he acknowledged the fact, 
aud attempted to justify himself. In replying 
to this lecture, after using other arguments, 

advanced, and defended the doctrine of philoso- 
cal necessity; or in other words that God de- 
termines all events, and therefore such events 
must necessarily be accomplished. From this 


that, ‘Peter, secing him, saith to Jesus, and this account that Jesus called them hypocrites. 'Treasoned that his doctrine of “Free agency’’on 
what shall this man do? Jesus saith tohim, If They loved themselyes, more than God. They | which he founded the doctrine of “conditious,” 


T will that he tarry till I come, what is that to 
thee?”—Having related the question and the 
answer, John states and corrects a mistake 
which occurred—“Then went this saying a- 
broad among the brethren that that disciple 
should not die. Yet Jesus said not unto him, 
He shall not die; but if 1 will that he tarry till 
I come, what is that to thee?” 

Now let it be seriously considered how often 
Christ had in a direct form declared his depen- 
dence on God, or disclaimed self-sufiiciency— 
and how certain it is that John must have 
known that such language was adapted to im- 
press the belief that Christ was not- the inde- 
pendent God: then we may ask, why did not 
John give an explanation, as in less urgent 


cases, and say—‘ these things Christ spoke of 


his human nature, and not of himself as God?’ 
Surely if John knew or believed that Christ 
was an independent person or being, he must 


also have known that spch an-explanation was 


of vastly greater importance than any now to 
be found in his gospel. Had he been a Trinita- 
rian, like those of modern times, he would not 
have -suftered such a mass of testimony, im- 
porting the personal and alsolute dependence 
of Christ, to have passed without endeavoring 
to neutralize it by some explanation. Had 
John regarded Christ as God, of how little im- 
se es it would have appeared to him to ex- 
plain what Christ meant by the sleep of Lazarus, 
or the temple that he would raise up in three 
days, compared with telling what he meant by 
a hundred passages which implied that he was 
a dependent being, and received all his suffi- 
ciency fromthe Father! 

It is not in my heart to call in question the 
uprightness or sincerity of my Trinitarian 
brethren; but T am compelled to wonder, that 
they do not see, that their explanation of our 


Lord’s words imputes to him such a habit of | 


using equivocal and deceptive language, as 
would ruin the character of any other person. 
Had he been an independent. person, I know 
not what language he could have used more 
false and deceptive than many things which 
John has recorded, as said by him Yet this 
Janguage was not explained by himself, nor by 
his careful and friendly disciple. Neither by 
himself nor by John is it so much as intimated 
that, speaking of his personal dependence, he did 
not speak of his whole person, as Moses would 
have done in using the same language. Is it 
not then an extraordinary method of honoring 
the Messiah, to assert bis independence at the 
expense of his veracily? Yet this seems to be 
done with very great confidence by his Trini- 
tarian disciples. But let any Trinitarian ask 
hitnself, whether he would feel safe in frequent- 
ly using such deceptive Janguage, without ex- 
planation, as his theovy imputes to him in whose 
lips there was no guile? May I not say that a 
good man “would shrink with horror at the 
thought of adopting such a practice? 
(Po be concluded im our nest.) 


UST received and for Sale at this OMce, “A SER- 
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were partial in their views aad feelings. Their. 


tender mercies were cruel: for they devoured 


widows’ houses, ‘They hated Christ and his} 


‘Father, and put the compassionate Saviour to 
the most cruei death. ‘Vhey were so deluded 
las to suppose tkat they did God service, in tor- 
‘menting ava kilhng his faithful servants. Will 
ilove lead people thus to destroy one another? 


was false. To this he made no reply at that 
time, but kept my manuscript with my consent, 
some weeks, and since he gave notice that our 


_discusion was ended, he gave his reply, and a 


ply with my request. 


| Whom God Joves he chastens for their profit.— 


/As God is infinte in all perfection, he is infi- 
‘nite in love, Hence he must have love to all his 
‘creatures, and bt disposed to execute his pow- 
,er, in their final recovery from sin and misery, 
‘in the wisest andbest time and manner. How 
‘reasonable then is the command of God, to his 
(creatures, that they love him with all their 
heart, and their ne\ghbor asthemselves? S.T. 
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RELIGIOUS CONTROVERSY AT SPRINGFIELD. 


Messrs. Editors,—It may be known to some 
of your readers that I have recently been en- 
gaged in a doctrinal controversy with Rev, Mr. 
Merritt, of the Methodist connexion. I pur- 
pose, with your-consent, to give to the public, 
in your cohumns, a brief account of the origin, 
progress, and end of this controversy. 

Some time in Oct. last, I was informed that 
Rev. W. Fisk of Wilbraham had said, he in- 
tended-to come into town, call. Br. Merritt 
to his assistance, and give me a challenge; or 
words to this effect. Two days after this, I 
received a note from Mr. Merritt, stating that 
he considered the doctrine which I preached, 
“hurtful to the souls of men,” and inviting me 
to a public discussion of the same. 


his challenge on the following terms. He 
agreed to write hisdiscourses,& put each of them 
in my hands two days before it was delivered ; 
and I agreed to be ready to reply immediately af- 
ter the delivery of each, After the commence- 
ment of the discussion, he appeared to be dis- 
posed to deliver two discourses in ane evening, 
while l could reply to only one Welsubmitted 
this matter to a number of our friends, who de- 
cided that only one discourse by each, should 
be delivered in one evening. ‘This course was 
afterward pursued, except that Mr. M. would 
rise after I closed, and inform the people how 
far I had done wrong. Mr. M. delivered three 
Lectures, and four rejoinders to my replies.— 
On reading his first. lecture, on a future judg- 
ment, I discovered that it was, in a very great 
degree, a Verbatim copy of Mr. Scott’s first 
letter to Mr. Whittemore, published in the 8th 
vol. Universalist Magazine. At this I was 
somewhat astonished, as he gave no intimation 
to me or the audience, of its being borrowed, 
Of this however, t said nothing until_he had 
written his second Jecture-entitled ‘Salvation 
Conditional,” which, I found lo be copied trom 
Mr. Scott’s fourth letter as above. At this 
time, in consequence of some personal allusions 


in his previous rejoinder, | considered myself 


justified in exposing him as a plagiarist. ‘This 


defence of free-agency. I immediately ad- 
dressed a note to him, requesting bis inanu- 
script for my examination. He refused to com- 
I state this fact that you 
may judge of his fairness inthiscovcern. But 
to return. He at length prodaced his third 
lecture on “Future Punishment,’ and behold! 


it was a copy of Mr. Scott’s 2d and 3d letters.* 
By this time I was weary of writing apswers to 


printed letters or lectures, and took the Maga- 
zine into the Chapel, and read from it Brother 
Whittemorve’s replies to those letters. When TI 
announced my purpose, Mr. M. rose and ob- 
jected to my reading: accused Br, W. of sop- 
histry, and other things too nemerous to men- 
tion. I appeaied to the congrégation, and as 
they appeared willing, I proceeded in reading: 
Mr. M. appeared chagrined: and gave notice 
that he should at.the next meeting expose the 
sophistry, &c. of Br. W This he attempted to 
do. I defended the arguments of Sr. W. so 
far as my ability wouldpermit. When I closed, 
Mr. M. gave notice that the discussion was 
ended. 

It is perhaps proper to mention that Mr. Fisk 
appeared to take a deep interest in the diseus- 
sion, and occasionally favored us with some re- 
marks. This, however, was of no disadvantage 
to me; as the spirit in which they were offered 
was so evident, that all understood tis object, 
and duly appreciated his remarks. 

Within a few days Mr. M. proposed, in be- 


Ate |half of his Society that the discussion should be 
Aiter a 


short preliminary correspondence, I accepted | 


printed: that I should pay half the expense, and 
receive half the copies. This I declined, in a 
note, of which the following is an extract: “As — 
your ‘ Lectures’ are already before the public, 
in the Universalist Magazine and Zion’s Her- 
ald—I have no desire to share the expense of 
another edition. . And as they have been ably 
answered in the Universalist Magazine, I do 
not conceive it necessary that any further ex- 
pense be incurred on my part.” “¥ do not feel 
disposed to suffer my name to be used in ask- 
ing the public to pay again for Lectures already 
before them;—or for replies to them,—when, 
although they have not the same, they have 
those which are abundantly sufficient.” 

Thus the matterrests. It would illy become 


* I would embrace the opportunity afforded me of 
adding the following note. 

At the time the controversy between Mr. Svott and 
myself was/carried on, I was unpressed with the belief 
that he was not the author of the Essays. published 
over his name. I found no fault with him for obtain- 
ing the assistance of his ministering brethren, for I had 
previously advised him to do if, that be might bring 
forth all the force of his side. He never professed, to 
my knowledge, to be any thing more than their somi- 
nal author. And once being asked by a gentlezsan 
whether he were tieir real author, he declined giving 
adirect answer. li was my opinon, and that of sev- 
eral of my friends, at the ime, that Mr. Merrit though 
a silent, was a principal agent in that controversy- 
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me to anh ofthe relative y wei ight of argument 
on the several sides of this discussion, inas- 
much as I ama party concerned, I can only 
say, that so far from being convinced by his ar- 
guments, I am, if possible, more than ever per- 
suaded that the doctrine of Universal Grace is 
easily defended against the attacks of Metho- 
dists, Of the weight of his arguments, you 
can judge, by reading Mr, Scott’s letters as 
aforesaid. 

The above account may be uninteresting — 
But as various reports, concerning this afzair, 
have gone abroad, I deemed the cause of truth 
demanded that a correct statement should be 
given. Yours inthe Gospel, 

Lucius R. Paice. 

Sprinfield, January, 1828. © 
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ON HUMAN FRAILTY. 


Of all terrestrial enjoyments, there will scon 
be an end. 
pires, states, kingdoms; of political, civil, relig- 
ious, and even individual aifairs, speak forth 
the mutability of all sublunary things. 
ravages of time are seen every day growing 
more extensive. Day after day passes quickly 
away, and the years of our life roll in rapid ro- 
tation! Every hour reminds us of our frailty; 
every minute plucks from us some fond enjor- 
ment; and the flying seconds all tell, that man 
is born to die! Change produces a lively sen- 
sation of the last hour of man existence. We 
see every day, a friend, a brother, or a sister, 
consigned to the cold and lifeless clods of the 
mouldering tomb. Earthly friendship is severed; 
worth perishes unhonored, and old age loses 
the fond companions of youth |! How sadly 
pleasing is it, to the breast of manhood to sur- 
vey the scenes of youth and gaiety, when the 
limbs played with vigor, and the eye sparkled 
with spirit and youthful fire! but now, the 
blooming honors of youth are fled; the vigor of 
manhood pines, and the rapid moments of brief 
existence pass unenjoyed away! How painful 
is it to the breast of man, to find that all, the 
friends of his youth are fled from his presence; 
some consuining their giddy lives tn the frolic- 
some circles of dissipation and intemperance; 
some remote from their countries; some grap- 
pling with the evils of indigence; and some 
swept away by death! Ina few years, from the 
period of youth, new generations rise up around 
us, and the world seems pees to occupy 
our places! How frail a thing is human life to 
all! The rich boast a tempor rary superiority ; 
the great exult for a time, in their fancied dig- 
nity; the learned are for a period, flattered by 
the dispensers of literary fame; but all, ulti- 
mately, experience an equality "of condition, 
and occupy a portion of their mother earth!— 
The boasted superiority of ove man over anoth- 
er is here lost forever! Here, in a most strik- 
iag manner, the ‘rich and the poor meet togeth- 
er, and the Lord is the Maker of them all!’ 

In thus surveying the end of human beings 
who can forbear exclaiming, in the words of the | 
inspired writer, ‘man that is born of a woman, 
is of few days and full of trouble”! The world 
and the things of the world, appear as “dust in 
the balance,” when we cast a scrutinizing eye 
tothe end of the journey of life! All groan un- 
der their burden; one man falls in the road, 
one is outstripped by competitors, and one with 
huge laboring, travels panting toward aie end! 
Vanity of aAWinEs,.” says the wise man, “all is 
vanity.” 


’ 


‘The perpetual revolutions of em- rivalships, 


The | 


ly upon death, banishment and exile, and thou 
wilt never indulge vain hopes, nor vehement 


”? 


desires.”? The frequent thought of death, and 


the contemplation of our fr ailty; the survey of 


the miseries of llfe, and the view of the many 
people, who throw away their existence in the 


dissipatiou of their lives and fortunes, are of 


absolute necessity to the moderation of our de- 
sires, and the extinguishment of envy, ‘ambi- 
tion, malice and pride. The giddy and thought- 
less are too prone to scoff at him, who, refus- 
sing the business and the pleasures of ambi- 
tion and ostentation, is contented with a hum- 
ble situation of life. But, let it be remember- 
ed, that kings and princes, nobles and states- 
men, have anxiously sighed for such an envia- 
ble eouien: Whose. whe have been raised 
to the pinnacle of greatness, have Weft vit and 
eageily sought the shades of privacy. “Aad since 
all earthly grandeur is soon lost in oblivion, 
since riches make themselves wiiigs and fly a- 
way—since fame is a trumpet, whose blast 
is quickly blown; what signify the petty 
that the patrons of all of them, 
so furiously engage in? And when they are 


‘once obtained, what can they avail the posses- 
sors? J.F. M. 
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WARNING TO UNIVERSALISTS, 
AND DRUNKARDS. 
From (he Recorder and Telegraph. 


“Perhaps by inserting the following in your 
columns, you may serve the cause of truth.— 
I shall not give any name to the public, lest I 
should open afresh some wounds, already too 
deeply inflicted.—If any would wish to learn 
the names and place, they may have them by 
referring to you, as you will find them in the 
margin of my letter. 


« ¢ Died, [Mr. Benjamin Cooley,] Aug, — 
in the town of [Landaff, N. H.] aged about 40. 
He was for a number of years a professor of re- 
ligion, and an acceptable member of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church; a part of which time he 
was class leader—very much engaged and use- 
ful. But after a while he declined. For a 
few years past he had been drinking in the 
Universalist sentiments, and along with that 
[them] ardent spirits, insomuch that he might 
well bear the appellation, “intemperate.” He 
was taken ill with a disorder that seemed to 
originate in his habits, and lived but five days. 
Soon alter he was attacked, he seemed to have 
a presentiment that he should not recover; and 
about the middle of his sickness or a little past, 
he made a full recantation of his sentiments, 
and requested some of his friends to warn his 
Universalist neighbors of their error and dan- 
ger. He lamente 
that he should have given up truth, sobriety 
and religion, for falsehood and_ irreligion:— 
fraukly confessing, that thereby he had been 
working out his own damnation and injuring 
his inuocent family. Ue strove to look to God 
for pardon;—be asked me to pray for him,— 
he asked many others also, but we cannot tell 
how it turned with him;—-we leave him in the 
hands of God hoping the best.”?’ 

: _faon’s Herald. 


REMARKS ON THE FOREGOING, 


The question respecting the trath of the a- 
boye story, is not so important, as whether it 
be proper to publish it, iFit be true, It surely 
iS,nota very. strange thing that a 


Methodist | 
“Think,” says Epictetus, ‘‘trequent- | class-leader piney have been “drinking in for, Larger and Shorter Catechisias are of reason 


a few years past, the universalist sentiments,;”’ 
but it is very strange he should have been 
“drinking along with ihat ardent spirits;” and 
much do we marvel at it. A Universalist ‘n+ 
temperate”! Well, if you can prove it, make 
much of it. It is an astonishing phenomenon; 
and strange and rare occurrences are subjects 
for the historian’s pen; and should be transmit- 
ted with great care and fidelity to future gen- 
erations; especially when they are not likely to 
recur in two or three centuries. ‘The be- 
lievers in endless misery are so often ‘“intem- 
perate,”’ in more ways than one, that it excites 
no more suprize than the waxing and waning of 
the moon. They may be frightened out of their 
wits at the thoughts of death; and the fears of 
hell may get hold of them; their confidence 
may forsake them; their “ comfortable hope’? 
may vanish tke a ‘dream; and they are things 
© common—things of so frequent occurrence 
that they are suffered to pass like other ‘tacct- 
denis.” Butifa Universalist’s fears happen to 
get the better of his reason; or if unfortunately 
he happen'to be guilty of some little error, what 
stirring ‘“‘among the dry bones:’”—Every vota- 
ry of eternal torments, able to mount a rostrum 
or wield a goose quill, grows big with. the 
strange news, nor is he able to enjoy a mo- 
ment’s rest, till he is delivered of his precious 
burden. He brings forth from the hidden re- 
cesses of his contracted cranium, warning after 
“WARNING TO UNIVERSALISTS AND DRUNKARDS.” 

This anonymous scribe seems to think that 
Universalism and ardent spirits necessarily go 
down the throat together:—But he miust be 
set to rightsin this particular. We take the 
liberty to inform him, that we have seen hearty 
believers in unlimited punishment, as drunk as 
the essence of the still could make them; whose 
little grovelling minds had never been suffi- 
ciently expanded, to form the most distant idea, 
of the sublime glories of the universal God. 

If all are really Universalists, who, “for @ 
few years past,” have been drinking i in ardent 
spirits, and will come out from among the stick~ 
lers for eternal misery, the ranks of our ene- 
mies will be very much thinned, to say the 
least. If drunkenness and Universalism are 
inseparately connected, why then Noah and 
Lot, and many other ancient and modern good 
folks, whom our orthodox neighbors, have num- 
bered among the elect were Universalists in 
earnest, 

We ask the Methodist and Calvinist Editors, 
who have been inthe habit of publishing such 
contemptible anonymous stories, as the one 
under ‘consideration, if they have been guided 
by the golden rule, ‘‘of doing as they would be 
done by?” And we further ask them,iithey would 
justify Universalists, if every time they saw a 
drunken Calvinist or Methodist, or one whe 
died with the terrors of hell upon him, they 
should publish solemn warnings to Calvinista, 
Methodists and drunkards ? Would such can- 
duct promote ‘peace on earth, and good will e- 
mong men?” Would it increase the peace and 
happiness of neighbors and families, where 
there is an honest difference of opinion, as it 
respects the final destiny of the human family; 
among neighbors, husbands and wives, and pa- 
rents aud children! It is in vain to sav ne 
such neighborhoods and families can be found, 
We have seen many such; and so probably 
have these evangelical editors, if they have . 
ever ventured out of sight, of the smoke that 
curls round their own chimueys. 

The story under consideration, may, how- 
ever be as destitute of truth, as the Assembly’s 
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but we called on the Editor of Zion’s Herald, 
and received for the name of the man, town 
and state, Benjamin Cooley, Landaff, N. H. 
with which we have filled up the blanks which 
he had left in his paper; but he utterly refused 

' to part with the name of the person, who could 
pen and send abroad such a villanous frag- 
ment, 

Let the Evangelicals pluck the beams out of 
their own eyes —And we say to these Editors, 
let those who live in glass houses, remember 
that they ought not to throw stones. E. C. Jr. 


From the Utica, N. Y. Magazine. 


“ CAUTION. 


A writer in the Columbian Star, states, that 
an Episcopal Minister in Philadelphia, lately 
found a book, which his son had brought from 
the Sabbath School Library, to be a volume of 
Unitarian Tracts. On inspecting the Library, 
he found a complete set of them, nicely bound, 
which bad been purchased by the superinten- 
dant, without a knowledge of their charactor. 
He also says that an edition of Anna Ross has 
been recently published, which has been divest- 
ed of all evangelical character, and made -co- 
vertly Unitarian. The original work is on the 
catalogue of the American Union; and the al- 
tered book bears the same name.’’—Reeorder 
& Telegraph... C., Jr. 


Query. What is meant by stripping a book 
of all evangelical character? Can it be casting 
the devil out of it ? 


For the Universalist Magazine. 


TROUBLE IN IRELAND. 


The Recorder & Telegraph says that, “An 
esteemed correspondent in the country, who 
feels ‘ with all saints, a deep interest in the re- 
ligious reform now in progress in *‘the Emeral 
Isle’’—the land of his iathers,’ writes : 


“T have before me a copy ef the Londonder- 
ry Journal, containing the debates in Synod on 
some very interesting points touching the Arian 
heresy,”? &c. ‘*The Synod felt it incumbent 
on them—to declare that they do most firmly 
hold and believe, the doctrine concerning the 
nature of God, contained in these words of the 
Westminster Shorter Catechism, viz. ‘That 
there are three persons in the Godhead, the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost; and 
these three are one God, the same in substance, 
power and glory.”’? The motion embracing this 
declaration led to an animated and eloquent 
discussion, and its passage was opposed by all 
the talent and ingenuity of open and concealed 
Arians.” A vote being taken, 117. min- 
isters and 18 elders voted—‘‘I do believe,” 
—two voted ‘I do not believe,” and four left 
the house to avoid voting. Thusit appears that 
there are six heretics in one Synod in ‘ the Em- 
erald Isle.’ ‘Notice was given that a motion 
would be made to separate the Arians from the 
Synod at their next session:’—But the decree 
bas gone forth, and crthedoxy must fall. A 
stirring spirit of inquiry is abroad in the earth; 
and woe to the dogmas 0! Johw Caivin, and the 
Assembly’s Longer and Shoiter Catechisms. 

E. C—, Jr. 


7 UST published ‘A CHRISTMAS SERMON, de- 
@# livered by Rev. Hisse.i Strecier, Pasior of the 
Universalist Church in Watertown, Masa. ”? 


‘“*My early days,’’ by Walter Ferguson, Esq,-Gaz. 
A MOTHER’S GIFT. 


Remember, love, who gave thee this, 
When other days shall come; 

When she, who had thy earliest kiss, 
Sleeps in her narrow home. 

Remember ’twas a mother gave 

The gift to one she’d die to save. 


That mother sought a pledge of love, 
The holiest for her son; . 

And from the gifis of God above, 
She chose a goodly one. 

She chose, for her beloved boy, 

The source of light, and life, and joy, 

Ané baue lim keep the gi!\,—‘hat when 
The parting hour would come. 

They tight haye hope to meet again, 
in an eternal home, 

She said his faith in that would be 

Sweet incense to her memory, 


And should the scoffer in his pride, 
Laugh that fond faith to scorn, 

And bid him cast the pledge aside, 
That he from youth had borne; 

She bade him pause, and ask his breast, 

If he, or she, had loved him best. 


4. 


A parent’s blessing on her gon 
Goes with this holy thing; 

The love that would retain the one 
Must to the other cling. 

Remember! ’tis no idle toy, 

A mother’s gift—Remember, boy! 


ANECDOTE. 


The following is the concluding part ofa let- 
ler written in 1823, by the late President Ap-_ 
ams, to Dr. Bancrorr of Worcester. 


“I cannot conclude this letter without adding | 
an anecdote. One of the zealous mepdicants | 
for contributions to the funds of the Missionary 
Societies, called on a gentleman in Haverhill, 
and requested his charity. The gentleman de- 
clined subscribing, but added, thai there are in 


and about the town of , nine Clergy iien, 
ministers of nine Congregations, not one of 
whom lives, on terms of civility with any others, | 
will admit none other into his pulpit, nor be! 
permitted to go into the pulpit of any others, 
Now if you will raise a fund to send missiona- | 
ries to , to convERT these nine Clergymen | 
to Curistianity, I will contribute as much as 
any man. 

I am, Sir, with great respect and esteem, 
your obliged friend and humble servant, 

Joun Apbams.”’ 
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AN ORTHODOX NATION, 


We perceive by the National Intelligencer 


that the missionaries among the Cherokee In- 


dians, have succeeded at last in their real de- 
signs; by creating a new nalion and giving to it 
a constitution or form of government agreeably 
to their wishes, Among the provisious of the 
constitution it is declared, that none but the re- 
generate or church meimbcrs shall participate 
in the government of the nation,—that ‘no per- 
son who denies the being of God, ov of a future 
state of rewards aud punishments, shall hoid 
any office in the civil department of this na 
tion.” Se thene ts now one orthodox nation in 
North America. Give the Societies which 


‘dogmas among the Indians, the same power to 


deceive and control the civilized whites which 
they have over the wild and ignorant tenants — 
of the forests, and it would not be long before — 
the Constitution of the United States would be 
destroyed, and one made to take its place as 
anti-republican and exclusive as that which 
they have given to the benighted and credulous 
Cherokees.— Christ. Intel, 


“ORTHODOX TICKET,” | 

A pamphlet was recently published in Bos- 
ton, by the orthodox, entitlod ‘‘Result of Coun- 
cil,” &c. which called in question the decision 
ofthe Supreme Court of Massachusetts that de- 
nied the right of churches to appojnt religious 
teachers without consulting, or in opposition to 
the socieites over which such pastor was propos- 
ed to be settled, and ended by ‘‘a direct calt 
upon the citizens to redress their supposed 
grievances by an appeal to their powers as 
electors,”” exhorting them to organize an or- 
thodox party, and to give their votes for no 
citizen for office who was not devoted to their 
purposes. This pamphlet was soon after ably 
and fully answered; but as that part of it which 
contained the appeal above named was looked 
upon as visionary and impudent, the reviewers 
passed it over with that single remark of con- 
tempt which its evil tendency deserved. It 
seems, however, by an article in the last 
Christian Register, that the call was more se- 
rious and may prove more effectual than was 
apprehended. The writer says that “‘within the 
last month he has seen (in Boston we presume, ) 
what I trusted never to have seen in an inde- 
pendent American State, a ticket presented at 
the polls headed ‘ Orihodox Ticket?! Really it is 
time that treemen were awake when a direct 


‘and open atiempt is made by the orthodox to 


organize tixemselves as a political party for the 
purpose ot excluding people of other sects from 
places of honor and trust in the civil and judi- 
cial departments of our government.—ibid, 
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SSUNIVERSALIST TRACT.2§ é 

A Counterpart to a “‘Srranae Tune,” is now 
published and for sale at ihis office, price 2 centsieach 
to those who take 50 copies, or 37 1-2 per dozen. 

The Anti-Universalisi Tract, entitled, ‘A, Strange 
Tung,’ has been published by the American Tract 
Socie:y at New-York, stereotyped, and scattered over 
the whole country. 

We hope ihat Societies and individuals who, are dis- 
posed to aid the cireulation of rhe Counierpart to the 
“Sirange Thing,” will purchase liberally. Jan. 26. 


Married in this City. 

By Rey. Dr. Codman, of Dorchester, Mr, Ezra 
Morse, of Roxbury,io Miss Eliza Jane Fosier.of this city. 

By Rev. C. P. Grosvenor, Mr. Silas P. Meciam, of ~ 
the firm of Taylor, Reed & Co., to Miss Harriet B. 
daughter of Join Snilivan, Esq. 

By Rev. Mr. Sharp, Mr. Eben. Leman to Miss Abi- 
gail C, Norcross, daughter of Mr. Archilaus N. of this 
city. 


Died in this City 
On Sunday mornine Jast, at the residence of his 
brother-in-law, Dr. E. He Robbins, the Hon. Saimvel 
Howe, one of the Judges of the Court of Common 
Pleas of this State. : 
Mr. Joseph Fox, of the finn of Fox & Bixby, aged 
29. Charles, only son of Mr. Jonathan Heath, 8. 
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EUstT received and for Sale at this office, ‘*4 DIS- 
#2 COURSE, entitled, Beauties of Divine Troth— 
By Rev. Zeloies Filler 

& LSO, a SERMON, en‘iiled, “Universal Grace : 
“Sa Doetrine worthyof all Aczep/ation. By Rev. 
Menzies Rayner, as a fare. ell Discourse, on resign ng 
iis pastoral office, over the Episcopal Caurch in Mon- 
roe, Con. 


